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ABSTRACT 

In 1989, the Los Rios Community College District 
Office of Plcuining cUid Research euialyzed data provided by the 
California Postsecondary Education Commission to compcire dictrict 
transfer rates to the University of California (UC) and California 
State University (CSU) systems with statewide trends. Major findings 
were as follows: (1) statewide transfers to UC in the 1988-89 
academic yeeur sho^^ed a 20.6% increase over the 1986-87 academic year; 
(2) Los Rios ranked fourth among districts in the state in numbers of 
UC transfers (N=476) and first in the state if considering only fall 
data; (3) Los Rios reuiked second among districts in the state in 
numbers of CSU transfers (N=2,229); (4) Los Rios transfers to UC 
increased 26.3% between 1987-88 and 1988-89? (5) full-yeair figures 
indicate that 2,229 students transferred to CSU in 1988-89, up 4.5% 
from 1987-88; (6) comparing fall-only data, the umbors of Los Rios 
BlacJc cUid HispcUiic tremsfers to the UC were up in fall 1988 compared 
to fall 1987, while AsieUi tremsfers were down; and (7) comparing 
fall-only data, the percentage of Los Rios Asian, BlacK, Hispanic, 
Filipino, cUid AmeriCeUi IndieUi transfers to csU were down. Findings 
indicate that tremsfer programs and intersegmental cooperation are 
necessary to increase tremsfer rates. An appt»ndix provides tramsfer 
statistics of the Los Rios District by ethnicity, by full-year 
l.rinsfers to UC or CSU, and by individual college and ethnicity 
within the Los Rios district. (JMCJ 
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LOS RIOS TRANSFER STATISTICS 
Fall 1988/Sprtng 1989 Update 
September 1989 
Executive Summary 



BACKGROUND 



This report is ilie fourili by Uie Los Rios District Office of Hanning and Researcii jr- ng data 

provided by CPEC regarding student transfers from California Community Colleges tc ihe . and CSU 

systems. It discusses transfer data for Fall 1988 and for the 1988-89 academic year, as provided in the 
latest CPEC rcpon, Update of Community College Transfer Student Statistics (August 1989). Two 
reports published previously by tlie Los Rios District OP&R (December 1987 and May 1988) raised the 
issue of the "fall-only undercount" wliich resulted from CPEC reporting only die fall-teim transfers. 
While CPEC is now providing full-year transfer numbers (in addition to ihek fall-only data analysis), 
the ethnic breakdown of these numbers iS still available only for fall semesters. The Commission and 
the UC and CSU systemwide offices should consider addressing Uiis issue as soon as possible so tliat 
accurate, full-year numbers and percentages of ethnic minority uansfers can be provided io local disuicts 
and colleges. 

STATEWIDE/DISTRICT TRENDS IN NUMBERS OF TRANSFERS 



Statewide, transfers to both UC and CSU increased La 1988-89 as compared to 1987-88 (using boUi fall- 
to-fall and full-year comparisons). Transfers to UC increased at a greater rate tlian transfers to CSU. 

Transfers to UC: 

Statewide uransfer statistics reported by CPEC show tiiat: 

• Using fall-only dau, the number of statewide transfers to UC in Fall 1988 (S,934) was the 
highest since 1979 uid represented an increase of 8.5% over Fall 1987. 

• Fuil-year data for the 1988-89 academic year show a statewide increase of S.6%, as compared to 
the 1987-88 academic year. 

Los Rios transfers to UC showed even greater percentage increases tlian the statewide averages: 

• A total of 376 Los Rios students uransferred to UC in Fall 1988, compared to 309 in Fall 1987, 
an increase of 21.7%. 



• Full-year counts increased to 476 in 1988-89, from 377 in ilie previous academic year, a gain of 
more than 26% districtwide. 



• Los Rios is now first among districts in the state in numbers of UC fall-only transfers, and 
fourth in the state if full-year data are used. 



Transfers to CSU; 



Statewide U'arisfer statistics reported by CPEC show that: 

• Using fail-only data» tlic number of statewide u^ansfers to CSU in Hall 198b (29.393) represented 
an increase of 4.0% over Fall 1987. 



Full-year data for the 1988-89 academic year show an increase of 1.6% in statewide CSU 
transfers over 1987-88. 
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The number of transfers from Los Rios lo CSU remained relatively stable during the same period: 



• A total of 1,496 Los Rios students transferred to CSU in Fall 1988, an increase of 11.8% 
over Fall J 987. 

• Full-year figures indicate that 2,229 students transferred from Los Rios to CSU during 
1988-89, compared to 2,133 in 1987-88 (a increase of 96 students, or 4.5%). 

• Los Rios ranks second in the state 'n numbers of fall-only and full-^year CSU transfers. 



THE FALL-ONLY UNDERCOUNT ISSUE 



The new CPEC report confirms our original assertion that the use of fall-only data has resulted 
in an undercount of approximately 27% of all community college transfers to UC, and 
approximately 35% of all transfers to the CSU system. 

Undercount of Transfers to UC 

-> Jn Los Rios, use of fall-only data in 1987-88 resulted in an undercount of 18.3% of Los 
Rios transfers to UC that year. In 1988-89, the undercount would be 21.0% if fall-only 
dat? were used. 

• Statewide, the undercount of mid-year transfers to the UC system was more than 27%, 
even worse than that for Los Rios. 



Undercount of Transfers to CSU 

• For Los Rios, use of fall-only data in 1987-88 resulted in an undercount of 36.9% of Los 
Rios transfers to CSU that year. In 1988-89, the undercount would be 33.0% if fall-only 
data were used. 

• Statewide percentages were consistent with those for Los Rios: in 1987-88, use of fall- 
only data resulted in an undercount of 36.4%; in 1988-89, the undercount would be 35.3%. 



SUMMARY 

The statistics analyzed in this report seem to indicate that the efforts which have been expended 
in recent years to improve the transfer process for Los Rios students have begun to produce 
increased numbers of transfers. The excellent teaching, counseling and student services which 
have long supported Los Rios* fine reputation for transfer, have been augmented with 
intersegmental programs such as the Transfer Opportunity Program, the Tr?n:' er Centers, and the 
Transfer Admission Agreement with UCD, CSUS and UOP. All of these efforts have combined 
to enhance the opportunities for students to transfer successfully. CPEC has responded to the 
need for full-year counts of community college transfers and is to be commended for working 
with the UC and CSU statewide offices to obtain the historical transfer data. Once CPEC makes 
full-year minority transfer data available, it may be clear that these programs are also improving 
the actual numbers and percentages of ethnic minority students. 
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LOS RIOS TRANSFER STATISTICS 
FALL 1988/SFRING 1989 UPDATE 

INTRODUCTION 

This report is the fourth by the Los Rios District Office of Planning and Research (OP&R) analyzing 
data provided by the California Postsecondary Education Commission (CPEC) regarding student transfers 
from California Conununity Colleges to the University of Calif(»mia and Califomia State University 
systems. It discusses the numbers of transfers from the three Los Rios colleges to the UC and CSU 
systems in Fall 1988 and in the 1988*89 academic year, and also compares the Los Rios District figures 
with statewide totals for community colleges. 

This report incorporates official full-year transfer data for 1986-87, 1987-88 and 1988-89 as publis'aed in 
the latest CPEC report. Update Of Community College Transfer Student Statistics (August 1989). 
Selected statistics from previously published CPEC and OP&R reports are included for purposes of 
comparison. 



Bau^ground 

In December 1987, the Los Rios District Office of Planning rnd Research published its 1987 Update on 
Los Rios Transfer Statistics , based on CPEC statistics for Fall 1986. A seciion of that report addressed 
the ""fall-only undercount"" issue and pointed out that (contrary to assumptions traditionally accepted by 
CPEC and other agencies) a substantial number of community college students transfer to four-year 
institutions during the winter and spring terms, not just in the fall. This assertion was validated by 
comparing fall and full-year transfer data obtained directly from CSU Sacramento and UC Davis on Los 
Rios district transfer students. Copies of tbe report were sent to CPEC, as well as to the UC and CSU 
sysiemwide offices, encouraging them to begin reporting full-year, rather than fall-only, transfer student 
statistics. 

In March 1988 CPEC published its Update of Community College Transfer Student Statistics. Fall 1987 
which included full-year transfer numbers for the CSU system from 1981-82 through 1986-87. Full-year 
statistics for the UC system were included only for 1986-87 (soe Appendix). Utilizing the data from 
the March 1988 CPEC report, the Los Rios OP&R published the L os Rios Fall 1987 TVansfer Statistics 
Preliminary Update in May 1988. That report compared fall-only data for the three Los Rios colleges 
for 1985, 1986 and 1987, and also discussed CPEC's full-year data which confirmed our fmding that 
the use of fall-only oata resulted in an undercount of ahnost 30% of all community college transfers 
into the UC system and approximately 35% of all transfers into the CSU system. 

CPEC now plans to report full-year (as well as fall-only) statistics on a regular basis, thus eliminating 
the fall-only undercount as an issue and helping all three segments better evaluate their success in the 
transfer fimction. Unfortunately, the fiill-year transfer stati'^tics provided by CPEC do not include 
breakdowns by gender and ethnicity for both systems, alttough CPEC indicates these statistics may be 
available in a year or so. Statistics on gender and ethnicity of transfers, using fdl-only data from the 
CPEC and OP&R reports cited above, are included in the Appendix of this repCHt 

This current report, then, focuses on full-year transfer data md establishes the base with which futiu-e 
transfer statistics will be compared. The tables which follow include informatioi on transfers to both 
the UC and CSU systems from each of the three Los Rios colleges (the PlacervJle Center is included 
with CRC), as well as totals for the district as a whole and for the Califomia Community College 
system. 
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STATEWIDE TRENDS 

Statewide Transfers to the University 



Table 1 
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As Table 1 illustrates. 

• Statewide community college transfers to the University of California nave shown consistent 
gains. The total of 8,145 community college transfers to the University of California in the 
1988-89 academic year represents a +20.6% increase over flie 1986-87 academic year. 

• The total cf 7,713 community uUege transfers staf^wide to the University of California in the 
1987-88 act demic year represents a +14.2% increase over the 1986-87 academic year. The total 
of 8,145 vommunity coL ^ trarisfers statewide to the University of California in the 1988-89 
academic year represents a +5.6% increase over the 1987-88 academic year. 
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Statewide Transfers to the State Universkv 

Table 2 
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As Table 2 illustrates, 



• Statewide community college transfers to the California State University have shown more 
modest gains compared to transfers to the University of California. The total of 45,414 
conmiunity college transfers to the California State University in the 1988-89 academic year 
represents a +4.1% increase over the 1986-87 academic year. 

• The total of 44,701 community college transfers statewide to the California State University in 
1987-88 academic year represents a +2.5% increase over the 1986-87 academic year. The total 
of 45,414 conmiunity college Uansfers statewide to the California State University in the 1988-89 
academic year represents a +5.6% increase over the 1987-88 academic year. 



THE TOP nVE DISTRICTS 



Transfers to the University 



Table 3 displays the "top five" California Community College districts when ranked according to the 
numbers of their students who transferred to the University oi California system during tte 1988-89 
academic year (full-year figures). 

Table 3 
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As Table 3 illustrates* 

• Los Rios ranked fourth among California Conununity College districts in the*, number of students 
(476) transferring to the UC system during the 1988-89 academic year. 

f If only fall data are considered, Los Rios ranked first among California districts in the number of 
transfers to the University. 
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TVusfera to the State University 

Table 4 displnys the top five community college districts when ranked according to the numbers of their 
students ^ transferred to the CSU system for the 1988-89 academic year. 

Table 4 

RANKINGS OF TOP FIVE" DISTRICTS FOR 1988-1989 YEAR 
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As can be seen in Table 4, 



• I^s Rios ranked second among California Community College tlistricts in the number* of students 
transferring to the CSU system during the 1988-89 academic year. Los Rios has ranked second 
each year since at least Fall 198S. 

• The only district sendmg more transfers to the CSU system than Los Rios was the Los Angeles 
district^ which is more than twice as large as Los Rios. 



• If only fall data are considered* Los Rios still ranked second among districts statewide in 
transfers to the CSU system. 



DISTRICT TRENDS IN NUMBERS OF TRANSFEkS 



According to the August 1989 CPEC report, there has been an increase in the numbers of Los Rios 
students who transferred to the University aiid to the State University statewide for each of the last 
three academic years. 

Transfers to UC 

Table S displays the numbers of students from Los Rios who transferred into the UC system in the 
1986-87, 1987-88. and 1988-89 acaden^'c years. 
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As Table S illusu-ates* 

The graph in Table 5 shows that Los Rios is consistently increasing the number of transfers to the 
University of California, with all three colleges showing increased transfers to UC. 

• Full-year counts increased by almost 21% from 1986-87 (312) to 1987-88 (377). In the 1988-89 
academic year» Los Rios u-ansfers Increased to 476» which represents a 4-26.3% increase over 
1987-88. All three Los Rios colleges shotved substantial percentage increases. 

• Among the three Los Rios colleges, consistent gains are shown: full-year figures show transfers 
from American River College are up 26.6% over 1987-88» Cosumncs River College u-ansfers are 
up 34.4%, and Sacramento City College u-ansfers are up 24.1%. 
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Transfers to CSU 



Table 6 displays the numbers of students frcm Los Rios who transferred into the CSU system in the 
1986-87, 1987-88, and 1988-89 academic years. 



Table 6 
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As Table 6 illustrates. 



For the Los Rios District, the number of transfers to CSU remained relatively stable, v^ther using fall 
or full-year statistics: 

• FiiQ-year figures indicate that 2,229 students transferred from Los Rios during 1988-89, 
compared to 2,133 in 1987-88 (an increase of 96 students, or 44.5%^. 

• Among the three Los Rios colleges, the percentage increases of transfers varied: frill-year figures 
indicate that transfers from American River College increased only sli^y (40.8%), while those 
firom Cosumnes River and Sacramento City College showed larger increases (+23.7% and 44.5% 
respectively), for a net inaease of 44.5% districtwide. 
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THE FALL-ONLY UNDERCOUNT ISSUE 



The f jll-year ^ ^stics in die new CPEC lepcrt also confinn our asserticm diat the use of fall-only data 
has resulted m a substantial undeicount of the total number of cooununity coU^ transfers from Los 
Rios and other districts statewide to both UC and CSU (Tables 7 and 8). 

Undercount of Transfers to UC 

Table 7 displays data regarding transfers of Los Rios smdents to the UC system: 



Table 7 
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As Table 7 illustrates, 

• A total of 69 students transferred firom Los Rios to the UC system mid*year in 1987-88. 
Excluding these students bom the 1987-88 statistics resulted in an undeicount of 18.3% of Los 
Rios transfers to UC that year. 

• In 1988-89, with 100 mid-year transfers bota Los Rios, use of fall-only figures would result in 
an undercount of 21.0%. 

• Statewide, the percentag*^ of mid-year transfers to the UC system was more than 27%, even 
higher than that for Los Rios. The willingness of CPEC to now report full-year transfer statistics 
is thus of importance to all community colleges statewide. 
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Underccint of Transfers to CSU 

Table 8 displays data regarding Los Rios transfers to the CSU system: 



Tables 
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As Table 8 illustrates, 

o In 1987-88, wben 788 Los Rios students transferred to CSU mid-year, use of fall-only data 
resulted in an undercount of 36.9% iliat year. 

o In 1988-89, with 735 mid-year transfers from Los Rios, the undercount would be 33.0% if fall- 
only data were used. 

o Statewide percentages were omsistent with those for Los Rios: in 1987-88, use of fall-only data 
resulted in an undercount of 37.0%; in 1988-89, the percentage would be 35.2%. 



Given the importance of transfer numbers as erne measure of the health of the postsecondary educati(m 
system in general, and of the c(Hnmunity colleges in particular, the willingness and ability of CPEC to 
obtain and provide full-year counts of conmiunity college transfers is essential. 
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ETHNIC MINORITY TRANSFER STUDENTS 



While CPEC has reported full-yesr figures for transfers in general, no ethnic breakdown is available 
except for the fall semester transfers. When contacted* CPEC stated that foil-year ethnic counts will not 
be r/ailabie for at least another year. 



Table 9 
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(135) 




1% 


(15) 


1% 


(20) 


Blacks 


6% 


(77) 


4% 


(63) 




7% 


(99) 


6% 


(92) 


Am. Indians 


2% 


(30) 


1% 


(18) 






da M add » lOOft. Miimi 


CraC dMi br m do aot iBcfarit S ahi^ 


ott fan PVL CMkr.) 









As Table 9 illustrates: 



• Ccxnparing faU-only data, the numbers of Los Rios Black and Hispanic transfers to the UC were 
up in Fall 1988 c(xiq)ared to Fall 1987, while Asian transfers were down. White transfers to UC 
were up in FaU 1988 compared to FaU 1987. 

• Gxnparing fall*only dau, the percentage of Los Rios Asian, Black, Hispanic, Filipino and 
American Indian transfers to the CSU were down; ody white transfer students to the CSU were 
up in FaU i988 conq>ared to Fall 1987. 

Since the percentage of Los Rios white transfers to both the UC and the CSU woe iq[> in Fall 1988 
coiiq»red to Fall 1987, the relative p^centages of ethnic mincm^ transfers to both the UC and the 
CSU were smaller in coaq>arison to the previous academic year. One possible reascm for the drop in 
percentages of ethnic minmty transfers to UC and CSU is that minorities may be transferring mid-year, 
since it may be easier to enroll in "uxqncted** academic programs (some dn^KXits will already have 
occurred). Until CPEC is pr^ared to publish full-year ethnic transfer numbers, actual increases, 
decreases and mid-year tbetnies regarding minority snid^ transfer can only be surmised. 



IG 
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SUMMARY AND IMPUCATIONS 

Cdosiderable effcxt has been expended in a varied of programs to encourage and facilitate the transfer 
process for Los Rios smdents in the past several years. Intersegmental programs such as the lYansfer 
Opportunity Program (TOP), the Transfer Centers, and the Transfer Admissim Agreement with UCD, 
CSUS and UOP have been developed and implemented. 

The Transfer Oppormnity Program, begun m 1983, was develc^ as a program between (he Los Rios 
colleges and UC Davis to enhance studmt transfer. TOP craiponents included individualized advising 
on UCD admissions, financial aid, housing, transcript evaluation, eariy notificatioQ of admission and 
guided tours of the UCD can^ by a UCD counseled paid jointly by Los Rios and die University. 
The TOP program was considered very successful and became a model for (he kind of intersegmental 
cooperation that could enhance student transfer between community colleges and the four-year 
universities. 

Jn 198S, the Govenxv's Budget included $33 million to fund a three-year pilot program of Transfer 
Centers on 20 canqnises of the California Community Colleges, with the goal of facilitating die transfer 
function for all students, with special emphasis on Afifirmative Action students between (be Community 
Cblleges and the UC and CSU systems. Los Rios submitted the first multi-campus request to the State 
Chancellor':^ Office to nnpiemcnt three Transfer Centers to supplement the counseling efiEorts at die 
cdl^es. The Transfer Center services inchide indhodual advising as in die TOP model widi die UCD 
and CSUS advisors bemg paid joindy by Los Rios and dien^ own univefsities. The Transfer Center 
regdarly schedules diese university and cdlege admission rq)cesentatives to meet with individual 
transfer students lo assist in die transfer process* One of die b&y inters^mental programs, developed 
widi die help of UCD and CSUS, aQows a student to enroll concunemly in one chiss at UCD or CSUS 
and to have die tuition fee waived This enables die student to g^ better acquainted widi die senior 
institotioa The Transfer Centers also assist smdents in applying for financial aid programs well in 
advance of admission, and widi computerized programs, die Transfer Centers can closely estimate the 
amount of financial aid die student would be awarded, thus enhancing the consideraticm of transfer as a 
real possibility. 

Anodier service pioneoed and provided by die Los Rios Transfer Centers is die Transfer Admission 
Agreement (TAA). This innovative service was developed by die Transfer Cditers, UCD, CSUS and 
UOP, and allows die potential transfer student to have a formal agreement widi the senior institutira 
vMdi guarantees admission based on course and CPA guidelines. As die student knows early ^ch 
courses are required and ^^lat CPA is necessary, he she can easily gauge the progress being made 
toward successful transfer. Qoce the courses are conq)Ieted and the CPA is achieved, die smdent is 
guaranteed admissicm. 

Los Rios' Transfer Centers and the Transfer Admission Agreements have been so successful that they 
have even spawned statewide legislaticm. SB S07, a bill mtroduced by Senator Gary Hart, mandates 
diat each ccnnmunity college district shall ensure that its college(s) shall develqi formal transfer 
agreements guaranteemg upper-division enroUment in all specific majms for community college transfer 
smdents, rvgardless of initial eligilnlity, so long as smdents successfully conq)Iete die course and CPA 
requirements. SB 507 is currendy nx the California Senate awaiting acti(»L 

Rnally, m October 1989, die Los Rios Distria Transfer Center and UCD wctc (Hie of eight academic 
advising programs nationwide who were {vesented an nati(mal award by die American College Testing 
Program (ACT) and die National Acadonic Advismg Association (NACADA). Citing "^innovative, 
inter-institutional collaboration,"* the honor is die first of its kind which recognized die Transfer Centers' 
and UCDs' excellence in academic advising and intersegmental coopex^Jdoa. 

Continuing analysis of diese programs indicates diat our efforts to inqrove die transfer process have 
begun to pay off m mcreased numbers of smdents who have successfully transferred to d^ two 
systems. While additional research-such as die longitudinal study on transfers planned widi UCD and 
CSUS-will be needed to nKve closely identify Ae underlying factors for our increasing transfer 
numbers, our joint efforts to date appear to be quite successful in improving die transfer function. 
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APPENDIX 




LOS RIOS COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT 
ETHNICITY OF TRANSFERS TO UC AND CSU SYSTEMS 




LOS RIOS COMMUNITY COLUEGE DISTRICT 
EIHNICrTY OF TRANSFERS TO UC SYSTEM 
(Based cn Fall^niy data from CPEC) 



Ethnlcitv 




1987 




1QIIA 


WnHAS 


55% 


(170) 


6C% 


(224) 


Asians 


23% 


(70) 


18% 


(66) 


Hllpino 


2% 


(5) 


1% 


(5) 


Blacks 


4% 


(11) 


5% 


(18) 


HIspanlcs 


9% 


(27) 


10% 


(39) 


Am. Indians 


2% 


(7) 


2% 


(7) 



ETHNICITY 
(Based 



Ethnldtv 




1987 


Whites 


65% 


(866) 


Asians 


10% 


(129) 


Rllpino 


1% 


(15) 


Biaclts 


6% 


(77) 


HIspanlcs 


7% 


(99) 


Am. Indians 


2% 


(30) 



TRANSFERS TO CSU SYSTEM 
Falt-oniy data from CPEC) 



1988 



66% 


(986) 


9% 


(135) 


1% 


(20) 


4% 


(63) 


6% 


(92) 


1% 


(18) 



(Note: P«re«ntag«a art roundad. "Non-Raaidant Ailana," "Othar," and '*^(on•Raapondanla'' ara not Inciudad 
atwva, ao parcantagaa do not add to 100%. Puliliahad CPEC daU for 1986 do not Includa 5 atudanta from 
PVL cantw.) 
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TOTAL FUU-YEAR TRANSFERS 
TO UC AND CSU SYSTF.MIS 



TOTAL i=ULL-YEAR TRANSFERS 
TO UC SYSTEM 



Oifferenco 





1987 


1988 


1987-1988 


ARC 


203 


257 


+54 


CRC 


29 


39 


+10 


SCO 


145 


180 


+35 


Oist 
Total 


377 


476 

li/lAL rUU."TCAn inAnorcno 
TO CSU SYSTEM 


+99 




1987 


1988 


Difference 
1987-1988 


ARC 


1,132 


1,142 


+10 


CRC 


211 


261 


+45 


sec 


790 


826 


+36 


Dist 
Total 


2,133 


2,229 


+96 



<TlM CPEC publUlwd raport omitted Mp«r«t9 Plactrvilte counu.) 
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TRANSFERS TO THE UNIVERSITY OF CAUFORNIA 
(HISTORICAL DATA) 




TRANSFERS TO THE UNIVERSrTY OF CAUFORF<IA 



1986 
Fall 

From: ARC 133 

CRC IS 
sec _92 
Total 244 

1987 
Fall 

From: ARC 164 

CRC 28 
sec J16 
Total 308 

1988 
Fall 

From: ARC 203 

CRC 32 
sec J41 
Total 376 



* winter Quarter art alao raflacted In tha Spring 



1987 1986-1987 Fall Only 

* Spring School Year Undercount 

29 162 17.9% 

4 22 18.2% 

-J§ J28 27.3% 

68 312 21.8% 

1988 1987-1988 Fall Only 

* Soring School Year Undercount 

39 203 19.2% 

1 29 3.4% 

29 m 20.0% 

69 377 18.3% 

1989 1988-1989 Fall Only 

* Spring School Year Undercount 

54 257 21.0% 

7 39 17.9% 

39 180 21.7% 

100 476 21.0% 
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TJIANSFERS TO CAUFORNIA STATE UNIVERSTTY 
(HISTORICAL DATA) 
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TRANSFERS TO CAUFORICA STATE UMVERSITY 





1981 

rail 


1982 
Sprlnp 


1981-1982 
school Year 


Fall Only 
Undarcouql 


AnC 


7o5 


330 


1,115 


^.6% 


CRC 


162 


68 


231 


29.9% 


sec 


588 


274 


862 


31.8% 


Total 


1,535 


673 


2,208 


30.5% 




1982 
rail 


1983 
SprinQ 


1982-1983 
School Year 


Fall Only 
Undarcount 


ARC 


763 


484 


1,247 


38.8% 


CRC 


164 


79 


243 


3Z5% 


sec 


565 


331 


896 


36.9% 


Total 


1,492 


894 


2,386 


37.5% 




1983 
Fall 


1984 
Sorlna 


1983-1984 
School Year 


Fall Only 
Undercount 


ARC 


726 


473 


1,199 


39.4% 


CRC 


151 


80 


231 


34.6% 


sec 


539 


375 


914 


41.0% 


Total 


1,416 


928 


2,344 


33.6% 
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TRANSFERS TO CAUFORNIA STATE UNIVERSnY 





1984 
Fail 


1985 
SDrina 


1984-1985 
School Year 


Fall Only 
Undercount 


ARC 


71fi 


389 


1 108 

If 1 Vw 


35 1% 

i9w» 1 /V 


CRC 


154 


72 


226 


31.9% 


sec 

www 


587 


309 


896 

Www 


34 5% 

w*t.wy9 


Total 


1.460 


770 


2.230 


34.5% 

w^.w Iw 




1985 
Fail 


1986 
SDrina 


1985-1986 

1 wWw^ 1 wWV 

School Year 


Fail Onhr 
Undercount 


ARC 

^1 tw 


738 


404 


1 140 


35.4% 


CRC 


134 


51 


185 


27.6% 


sec 


587 


308 


895 


34 4% 


Total 

• WWII 


1.457 


763 

■ WW 




34 4% 




1986 

Fall 


1987 
Sprinfl 


198fr19S7 

School Year 


Coll Onhr 
rail wiiij 

Undercount 


ARC 


667 


435 


1,102 


39.5% 


CRC 


163 


69 


232 


29.7% 


sec 


505 


299 


804 


37.2% 


Total 


1,335 


803 


2,138 


37.6% 
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TRANSFERS TO CAUFORNIA STATE UMVERSITV 





1987 
Fail 


1988 
Sorina 


1987-1988 
School Year 


Fall Only 
Undercount 


ARC 


711 


414 


1132 


36.8% 


CRC 


150* 


61 


211 


28.9% 


sec 

www 




OIO 


Ton 




lOlOl 






2133 


3o.9% 




1900 

Fail 


19B9 

Sorina 


4000 400A 

School Year 


Fail Only 
Undercount 


ARC 


763 


379 


1142 


33.2% 


CRC 


172^ 


89** 


261** 


34.0% 


sec 


559 


267 


826 


32.3% 


Total 


1494 


735 


2229 


33.0% 



In the ptibnahMJ raport from CPEC for Fall 1988, Ptocerville ttudanta wm counted witti Amorlctn Rhrtr 
ttudonto. 7h# flgurto abovo rtftoct tho eorrodod numbart. 

^ Fbr 1988M lha pubiahad CPEC raport aidudad tha 5 tranafor atudanta from Placarvila. thaaa hava baan 
adcM 10 CRCa toCala. 
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AHERICAN mVER COLLEGE 
ETHNCITY OF TRANSFERS TO UC AND CSU SYSTEMS 
(FALL 1966 • FALL 1988) 



23 



AMERICAN nVER COLLEGE 
ETHNKITY OF TRANSFERS TO UC SYSTEM 
(Based on Fall^nly data from CPEC) 



Ethnidtv 




1986 




1987 




1988 


Whites 


76% 


(101) 


65% 


(107) 


71% 


(144) 


Atfans 


7% 


(9) 


13% 


(22) 


9% 


(19) 


HIipino 


2% 


(3) 


2% 


(3) 


1% 


(3) 


Blacks 


3% 


(4) 


3% 


(5) 


3% 


(6) 


HIspanics 


6% 


(8) 


9% 


(15) 


9% 


(19) 


Am. Indians 


2% 


(2) 


2% 


(4) 


3% 


(6) 



ETHMCmr OF TRANSFERS TO CSU SYSTEM 
(Based on Fall^nly data from CPEC) 



Etiinlcitv 




1986 




1987 




1988 


Whites 


75% 


(501) 


75% 


(531) 


77% 


(590) 


Asians 


5% 


(36) 


5% 


(37) 


5% 


(35) 


Filipino 


1% 


(8) 


1% 


(9) 


1% 


(7) 


Blacks 


5% 


(30) 


3% 


(20) 


3% 


(21) 


HIspanics 


5% 


(36) 


6% 


(42) 


4% 


(31) 


Am. Indians 


2% 


(15) 


3% 


(21) 


1% 


(10) 



(Note: Percentages are rounded. "Non-Resident Aliens," "Other," and "Non- 
Respondents" are not included above, so percentages do not add to 100%.) 
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COSUMNES RIVER COLLEGF 
ETHNICITY OF TRANSFERS TO UC AND CSU SYSTEMS 
(FALL 1966 - FALL 1966) 
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COSUMNES RIVER COLLEGE 
ETHNICITY OF TRANSFERS TO UC SYSTEM 
(Based on Fali^nly data from CPEC) 



Ethnicity 


1986 




1987 




1988 


Wtiites 


82% (14) 


46% 


(13) 


69% 


(22) 


Asians 


(0) 


25% 


(7) 


6% 


(2) 


Fiiipino 


(0) 


4% 


(1) 


• 


(0) 


Blaclcs 


(0) 


7% 


(2) 


9% 


(3) 


Hlspanics 


18% (3) 


4% 


(1) 


6% 


(2) 


Am. Indians 


(0) 


7% 


(2) 


3% 


(1) 




ETHNICITY OF TRANSFERS TO CSU SYSTEM 
(Based on Faii-oniy data from CPEC) 






Etlmicitv 


1986 




1987 




1988 


Wliites 


72% (109) 


66% 


(94) 


70% 


(119) 


Asians 


9% (13) 


5% 


(7) 


7% 


(11) 


Hiipino 


(0) 


2% 


(3) 


2% 


(4) 


Biaclts 


5% (8) 


13% 


(19) 


5% 


(9) 


Hispanics 


9% (13) 


6% 


(8) 


5% 


(9) 


Am. Indians 


2% (3) 


1% 


(1) 


1% 


(1) 



(Notr: Percentages are rounded. "Non-Resident /Jiens," "Other," and "Non- 
Respondents" are not included above, so percentages do not add to 100%.) 





COSUMNES RIVER COLLEGE 
PLACERVILLE CENTER 
ETHNICITY OF TRANSFERS TO UC SYSTEM 
(Based on Fall-only data from CPEC) 




Ethnldtv 


1986 


1987 


1988 


Whites 


100% (1) 


(0) 


(0) 


Asians 


(0) 


(0) 


(0) 


Rllpino 


(0) 


(0) 


(0) 


Blacks 


(0) 


(0) 


(0) 


HIspanlcs 


(0) 


(0) 


(0) 


Am. Indians 


(0) 


(0) 


(0) 



ETHNICTTY OF TFiANSFERS TO CSU SYSTEM 
(Based on Fall-only data from CPEC) 



Ethnicity 


1986 


1987 




1988 




WhHes 


82% (9) 


71% 


(5) 


80% 


(4) 


Asians 


(0) 


14% 


(1) 


• 


(0) 


Hllpino 


(0) 


■ 


(0) 


■ 


(0) 


Blacks 


(0) 


* 


(0) 




(0) 


HIspanlcs 


(0) 


14% 


(1) 




(0) 


Am. Indians 


(0) 


■ 


(0) 


20% 


(1) 



(Ne!9: pMC«ntag«s w roundtd. "Non<RMld«nt Ailtnt," "Other," and "Non-ftetpondMito" ar* not includad 
tbw, ao ptrcantagaa do not add to 100%. PubHalwd OPEC ' ta for 1988 do not includa tfw 5 atudanta from 
PVL oamor.) 
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SACRAMENTO CITY COUEGE 
ETHNICITY OF TRANSFERS TO UC AND CSU SYSTEMS 
(FALL 1986 - FALL 1968) 
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SACRAMENTO CfTY COUEGE 
ETHNICITY OF TRAN^^FERS TO UC SYSTEM 
(Based on Fail-only data from CPEC) 



Ethnlcitv 




1986 




1987 




1988 


Whites 


54% 


(50) 


43% 


(50) 


41% 


(38) 


Asians 


28% 


(26) 


35% 


(41) 


32% 


(45) 


Filipino 


1% 


(1) 


1% 


(1) 


1% 


(2) 


Blaci(s 


7% 


(6) 


3% 


(4) 


8% 


(9) 


HIsparics 


4% 


(4) 


10% 


(11) 


13% 




Am. Indians 




(0) 


1% 


(1) 


m 


(0) 




ETHNICTTY OF TRANSFERS TO CSU SYSTEM 
(Based on Faii-oniy date from CPEC) 






Ethnlcitv 




1986 




1987 




1988 


Whites 


47% 


(235) 


50% 


(236) 


50% 


(277V 


Asians 


20% 


(101) 


18% 


(84) 


16% 


(89) 


Filipino 


2% 


(8) 


1% 


(3) 


2% 


(9) 


Blacks 


10% 


(49) 


8% 


(38) 


6% 


(33) 


HIspanlcs 


8% 


(38) 


10% 


(48) 


9% 


(52) 


Am. Indians 


1% 


(7) 


2% 


(8) 


1% 


(7) 



(Note: Ptretntagt* ai« loundMl. "Non-RMidMit Alisnt," 'Oth«-," and "Non-Ritpondwits" art not ineludMl 
abova, ao paraantagaa do not add to 100%.) 
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LOS RIOS DISmiCT 
EIHNICITY OF TRANSFERS TO THE UC AND CSU SYSTEMS 
FALL 1986 - FALL 1988 
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LOS BIOS DISTRIGT 
ETHNlCmr OF TRANSFERS TO UC SYSTEM 
(Based on Falhonly data from CPEC) 



Ethnlcltv 




198fi 




1087 






Wnites 


68% 


(166) 


55% 


(170) 


60% 


(224) 


Asians 


14% 


(35) 


23% 


(70) 

« 


18% 


(66) 


Filipino 


2% 


(4) 


7% 


(5) 


1% 


(5) 


Blacks 


4% 


(10) 


4% 


(11) 


5% 


(18) 


Hispanlcs 


6% 


(15) 


9% 


(27) 


10% 


(39) 


Am. Indians 


1% 


(2) 


2% 


(7) 


2% 


(7) 



ETHNICITY OF TRANSFERS TO CSU SYSTEM 
(Based on Fall-only data from CPEC) 



Ethnlcltv 




1986 




1987 




1988 


WhHes 


64% 


(854) 


65% 


(866) 


66% 


(990) 


Asians 


11% 


(150) 


10% 


(129) 


9% 


(135) 


Hllpino 


1% 


(16) 


1% 


(15) 


1% 


(20) 


Blacks 


7% 


(87) 


6% 


(77) 


4% 


(63) 


Hispanlcs 


7% 


(87) 


7% 


(99) 


6% 


(92) 


Am. Indians 


2% 


(25) 


2% 


(30) 


1% 


(19) 



(Note: P«rc«nteg«s art roundad. *'Non-R*aldtnt Allans,** '*Othar,** and **Non-Raapondania** ara not Includad 
abova, ao parcantagaa do not add to 100%.) 
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ERIC Clearinghouse for 
Junior Colleges 




